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Remarks 

The Applicants believe that this amendment places the subject application in better 
condition for allowance and in so doing introduces no new issues. Therefore, entry of this 
Amendment, reconsideration of the application, and allowance of all claims pending herein is 
respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-20 were originally presented in the subject application. By the foregoing 
amendment, claims 2, 18 and 20 have been amended to more particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the inventive material of the subject invention. Claims 1-20 remain in this case. 

Initially, applicant wishes to thank the Examiner for the interview with Richard Sampson 
on 10/29/04. The Examiner's concerns are addressed separately below in the order raised in the 
outstanding Office action. No new matter has been added. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. $103 : 

Claims 1-20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 as obvious over Burk (U.S. Patent No. 
6,015,149) in view of Walton (U.S. Patent No. 4,291,512). This rejection, particularly with 
respect to claim 1, and to the extent deemed relevant to amended claims 2, 18 and 20 presented 
herewith, is respectfully traversed. 

Claims 2, 18 and 20 have been amended to clarify that the 'hemispheres' are 
'substantially identical' to one another. Support for this characteristic is provided by claims 1,18 
and 20 as filed, e.g., by the language: 'the slots being disposed so that the holder is symmetrical 
about three mutually orthogonal planes'. This new claim language thus simply clarifies this 
original claim language, such that no new search is required, no new matter has been added, and 
this amendment is non-narrowing. Further support for this Amendment may be found in, for 
example, Figs. 3-5 which show that hemispheres viewed from three mutually orthogonal 
directions are nominally identical to one another. 

This characteristic, and the originally recited characteristics of a 'spherical surface... 
having a plurality of slots so that the holder is symmetrical about three mutually orthogonal 
planes' is neither disclosed nor suggested by the cited prior art. Specifically, as discussed during 
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the aforementioned interview, the Walton reference does not fall within the definition of a 
sphere. Rather than disclosing a spherical or ball-shaped surface, Walton discloses a three- 
dimensional cylindrical (or tube-shaped) surface. (See, for example, col. 1, lines 18-19: 'the 
cylindrical body'.) As such, even if the cited references were combined, such a combination 
would not include the claimed spherical surface. 

Moreover, none of the cited references, alone or in combination, disclose or teach 
devices as otherwise claimed, which are identical when viewed from three mutually 
orthogonal positions (such as shown in Figs. 3-5). Advantageously, this feature provides the 
present invention with simplicity and versatility not found in the prior art, and which enables a 
single holder type to be used to fabricate a wide variety of structures. Thus, even if properly 
combined, the result would not meet the limitations of the claims. 

For each of the foregoing alternate reasons, applicant respectfully requests 
reconsideration and allowance of the claims presented herewith. The dependent claims are 
believed allowable for the same reasons as the independent claims from which they depend, as 
well as for their own additional limitations. 

CONCLUSION 

Applicant therefore further submits that all of the stated grounds of objection and 
rejection have been properly traversed, accommodated, or rendered moot. 

This application is now believed to be in condition for allowance, and such action at an 
early date is respectfully requested. However, if any matters remain unresolved, the Examiner is 
encouraged to contact the undersigned by telephone. 

In the unlikely event that the transmittal letter is separated from this document and the 
Patent Office determines that an extension and/or other relief is required, applicant petitions for 
any required relief including extensions of time and authorizes the Assistant Commissioner to 
charge the cost of such petitions and/or other fees due in connection with the filing of this 
document to Deposit Account No. 50-0374 referencing docket no. 1088008. However, the 
Assistant Commissioner is not authorized to charge the cost of the issue fee to the Deposit 
Account. 
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Respectfully submitted, 



Richard L. Sampson 
Attorney for Applicants 
Registration No. 37,231 


Dated: November 01, 2004 

SAMPSON & ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
50 Congress Street 
Suite 519 

Boston, MA 02109 
Telephone: (617)557-2900 
Facsimile: (617)557-0077 


